BATH CONGRESS i SENATE REPORT 
1st Session No. 1282 


PROVIDING FOR THE REGULATION OF FARES FOR THE 
TRANSPORTATION OF SCHOOLCHILDREN IN THE 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


AvuGust 1, 1955.—Ordered to be printed 


Mr. Morse (for Mr. BEALL), from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, submitted the following 


REPORT 


[To accompany H. R. 3908] 


The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 3908) to provide for the regulation of fares for the trans- 
portation of schoolchildren in the District of Columbia, after full con- 
sideration, report favorably thereon without amendment and recom- 
mend that the bill do pass. 

The purpose of this bill is to give the Public Utilities Commission 
authority to set school fares, which are now fixed by legislation at the 
rate of 3 cents. The 3-cent fare was not out of line when it was first 
fixed. It then represented 40 percent of the token fare or 30 percent 
of the cash fare. A similar relationship to the fare structure as of 
June 30, 1955, would range from 6 to 6% cents. The net effect, when 
it has been applied to the ratemaking process, is that regulur transit 
riders are being forced to subsidize schoolchildren’s transportation. 
The present Commission is attempting to eliminate the discriminatory 
features of the transit-fare structure under its jurisdiction; but the 
continuation of the fixed 3-cent school fare perpetuates a state of 
imbalance. 

The Senate, on June 30, 1955, passed S. 184, a bill to make certain 
changes in the regulation of public utilities in the District of Columbia. 
This bill contained provisions in title II which were identical to those 
of H. R. 3908. 

The purpose of this legislation is explained in more detail in the 
part of the statement below, which was made by the Chairman of the 
Public Utilities Commission of the District for Columbia: 

Transit Fares Bulletin No. 820 of the American Transit Association, dated 


June 1, 1954, shows, among other statistical facts, that the District of Columbia 
is the only city with a 3-cent school fare. There are no cities with a rate as low as 
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2 REGULATE FARES OF SCHOOL CHILDREN IN D. C, 


4 cents. The only 5-cent fares in effect are on municipally owned lines in Boston 
and San Francisco. The school fares in Baltimore, Cincinnati, Chieago, Detroit, 
and Minneapolis are 10 cents. In Philadelphia, it is 7% cents. 

After an exhaustive investigation into public transportation service in the 
District of ‘Columbia by a ‘subcommittee of the Committee on the District of 
Columbia under the chairmanship of Senator Payne, the Committee on the 
District of Columbia issued Report No. 1274 in the 838d Congress, 2d session, pur- 
suant to Senate Resolution No. 140, in which the subcommittee stated on page 
65 thereof: 

“Since present school fares do not pay the cost of transporting children, the 
regular transit riders are, in effect, subsidizing the school system. This is an 
unfair burden to place on the low-income group which constitutes the backbone 
of transit patronage.” 

The first act of Congress establishing a 3-cent fare for transporting school- 
children was enacted in 1931 (46 Stat. 1419), when the fares were 10 cents cash 
and a token rate of 744 cents, with a charge of 1 cent for transfers between existing 
companies. After merger of the streetcar companies was authorized, the merging 
companies entered into an agreement known as the unification agreement, which 
provided, among other things, that the Public Utilities Commission should fix the 
rate of fare at 3 cents for schoolchildren not-over 18 years of age going to and from 
public, parochial, or like schools in the District of Columbia, and that upon accept- 
ance of the agreement by the contracting parties the provision of the 1931 act 
reducing school fares should become inoperative. In Public Resolution No. 47 
of the 72d Congress, approved January 14, 1933 (47 Stat. 752, ch. 10), usually 
referred to as the Merger Act, Congress approved the unification agreement in each 
and every one of its provisions. By enactment of the Merger Act, school fares 
were fixed at 3 cents and the 1931 act was made inoperative. 

At the present time, the District of Columbia fares for Capital Transit Co. are 
20 cents cash, token rate of 16 cents (5 for 80 cents), and a weekly permit for 75 
cents, plus 10 cents for each ride in using the permit. In the last order estab- 
lishing rates for Capital Transit Co. (order No. 4052 dated January 20, 1954), 
the Commission found that a rate of return falling within the range of 6'4 to 64» 
percent was fair and reasonable. The rates prescribed by that order went into 
effect January 31, 1954. The Commission’s accounting department advises that 
for the 12 months ended November 30, 1954, Capital Transit Co. earned from its 
total operations approximately 3.8 percent. 


This legislation also has the approval of the Board of Commissioners 
for the District of Columbia. 
H. R. 3908 was approved by unanimous vote of the full committee. 


O 
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84TH CONGRESS l SENATE j Reporr 
No. 1283 


Ist Session 


PROVIDING TAX RELIEF TO A CHARITABLE FOUNDA- 
TION AND THE CONTRIBUTORS THERETO 


Avcust 1, 1955.—Ordered to be printed 


Mr. Byrp, from the Committee on Finance, submitted the following 


REPORT 


{To accompany H. R. 7746] 


The Committee on Finance, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
7746) to provide tax relief to a charitable foundation and the con- 
tributors thereto, having considered the same, report thereon without 
amendment and recommend that the bill do pass. 

This is a private relief bill for the Cannon Foundation and its con- 
tributors. The Cannon Foundation was created on November 17, 
1950, by Clarence Cannon and Ida W. Cannon of Elsberry, Mo. . The 
management and property of the foundation are vested in a board of 
trustees consisting of the mayor of Elsberry, the superintendent of 
schools, and others. The beneficiaries of the foundation consist of 
five churches in Elsberry, as well as other beneficiaries. 

This bill provides that the Cannon Foundation is to be considered 
as an organization which is exempt from income tax under section 101 
(6) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1939 and the corresponding 
section 501 (c) (3) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1954. 

The bill also provides that the Cannon Foundation is to be con- 
sidered as an organization to which section 3813 (a) of the 1939 code 
and section 503 (b) of the 1954 code is inapplicable. These subsec- 
tions list certain organizations to which the so-called prohibited 
transactions described in section 3813 (b) of the 1939 code and section 
503 (c) of the 1954 code are made inapplicable. The biil in effect 
provides that in the case of the Cannon Foundation also that the so- 
called prohibited transactions are to be inapplicable. 

The bill also provides that contributions to the Cannon Foundation 
are to be considered as charitable contributions for purposes of deter- 
mining deductible items under section 23 (0) and (q) of the 1939 code 
and the corresponding section 170 of the 1954 code. 

This bill is effective with respect to taxable years beginning after 
1949. 
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2 PROVIDE CERTAIN TAX RELIEF 


A full description of the trust is as follows: 


Clarence Cannon and Ida W. Cannon, of Elsberry, Mo., created and established 
a permanent, perpetual, irrevocable trust to be known as the Cannon Foundation 
and endowed it with the sum of $5,000 with the intention of adding to that sum 
in the future; the income from which said sum and from all accretions thereto 
are to be employed in the city of Elsberry and vicinity for certain benevolent, 
civic, religious, charitable, and educational purposes hereinafter set forth. 

The management and papery of the said foundation is vested in and is under 
the direction and control of a board of trustees consisting of the mayor of the 
city, the superintendent of schools, the worshipful master of New Hope Lodge 
No. 103, A. F. & A. M., the noble grand of Deadwood Lodge No. 72, I. O. O. F., 
the president of AI Chapter of P. E. O., the pastor of the Associate Reformed 
Presbyterian Church, the pastor of the First Baptist Church, the pastor of the 
Sacred Heart Catholic Church, the pastor of tne First Christian Church, the 

astor of the First Methodist Church, and the members and secretary of the 
ard of directors ot the Bank of Lincoln County, all of Elsberry, Mo., of whom 
the eldest in years of age is to serve as president of the board of trustees of the 
foundation, the next eldest as vice president, and the president ot AI Chapter of 
O., ex officio, as secretary. These officials are to serve as members of the 
board of trustees of the foundation during their official terms as current, inaugu- 
rated, and acting officers of their respective organizations as above designated. 
At the expiration of such term of office the incumbency of such member on the 
board of the foundation is to automatically and simultaneously terminate and 
the duly elected or appointed, and qualified, successor, of such member to the 
position above designated is to simultaneously and automatically succeed to such 
membership on the board of trustees of the foundation. 

The finance committee of the board of trustees of the foundation has charge of 
all fiscal transactions of the foundation, subject to the approval and ratification 
of the board of trustees, and make a stated report of the financial condition of 
the foundation to the board of trustees annually, or at any other time requested 
on petition signed by 25 citizens of the city of Elsberry, Mo. It is to consist of 
the members and secretary of the board of directors of the Bank of Lincoln 
County, a banking corporation with offices at Elsberry, Mo., of whom the president 
of the bank and the secretary of the bank board is to serve as chairman and 
secretary, respectively. 

The members of the board of trustees of the foundation serve without remunera- 
tion, expense allowance, or other compensation or emolument. No salary, fee, 
or compensation is to be paid to anyone associated with the foundation or anyone 
else for any service, executive, clerical, or advisory, and if such service cannot be 
provided without expense to the foundation, such service shall be dispensed with. 

The board of trustees have full power and authority to manage, control, pro- 
tect, sell, invest, reinvest, and keep invested all moneys, securities, and other 
property it receives under this trust, but such power is restricted at all times to 
such investments as are permitted by the laws of the State of Missouri for the 
investment of trust funds with the further restriction that the amount of the 
returns on an investment shall be subject and subordinate to the security of the 
investment. However, the board of trustees may purchase from the Bank of 
Lincoln County notes fully secured and of undoubted solvency but no loans shall 
be made, directly or indirectly, from the funds of the foundation to its officers or 
trustees or relatives thereof. 

No portion of the principal funds of the foundation shall be expended for any 
purpose except for investment. A portion of the income realized from the invest- 
ments of the foundation, not exceeding 50 percent of the annual net income 
realized from the investment of the principal funds of the foundation, may be 
dispensed annually as herein provided and the remainder of the annual income 
each year is to be added to and become a part of the endowment funds of the 
foundation. Should the principal funds of the foundation become impaired 
through losses, then no disbursements of any kind is to be made from income until 
the ra a fund has been restored to the amount from which the loss was 
incurred. 

The investment funds of the foundation are to he divided into 5 parts, as nearly 
equal as convenient, 1 of which 5 parts shall be invested in registered United 
States, State, school, or municipal bonds; 1 part in highest class triple A (AAA) 
industrial stocks or bonds; atk parts in unimpeachable real estate age 
secured by deeds of trust accompanied by abstracts and insurance policies. No 
loans shall be made and no bonds, securities, notes or other investments shall be 
purchased for the foundation which have not first been submitted for examina- 
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tion to the cashier of the Bank of Lincoln County and ater approval by him, 
approved by the unanimous vote of all members of the finance committee of the 
foundation. Lack of approval by any member of the finance committee shall 
serve to reject the proposed investment, 

Annual committees are to be appointed, and chairmen of such committees 
designated, by the president of the board of trustees at the annual January 
meeting as follows: 

1. Committee on allocation to churches, lodges, and library. 

2. Committee on student award. 

3. Committee on distinguished citizen award. (This committee is not an- 
nounced and its personnel is known only to the president, who makes the appoint- 
ment. If no award is recommended the identity of the committee ıs not made 
public. If an award is approved the names of the committee are announced 
simultaneously with that of the distinguished citizen receiving the award.) 

4. The committee on undetermined purpose award. 

At the annual July meeting of the board of trustees the total income from all 
investments of the foundation for the preceding calendar year, ending on the last 
day of December is to be computed and not less than half of the amount is to 
be added to the principal of the permanent endowment funds of the foundation 
until such permanent endowment shall have reached the sum of $50,000. After 
the permanent endowment has reached the sum of $50,000, such $50,000 is then 
subject to such disposition as the board may determine. 

At each annual July meeting of the board of trustees that portion of the annual 
income from the preceding year, remaining after the allocation to the permanent 
endowment has been deducted, is to be divided into 12 equal parts, 1 of the 
parts to be apportioned and delivered under the direction of the board of trustees 
to each of the following beneficiaries: 

1. The board of elders of the Associate Reformed Presbyterian Church of 
Elsberry. 

2. The board of deacons of the First Baptist Church of Elsberry. 

3. The trustees of the Sacred Heart Catholie Church, of Elsberry. 

4. The board of elders of the First Christian Church, of Elsberry. 

5. The board of stewards of the First Methodist Church, of Elsberry. 

6. The trustees of New Hope Lodge No. 103, A. F. & A. M., of Elsberry 

7. The trustees of DeadWood Lodge No. 72, I. O. O. F., of Elsberry. 

8. The treasurer of Al Chapter of P. E. O., of Elsberry. 

9. The board of the Public Library, of Elsberry. 

10. The resident of Elsberry, Mo., or vicinity, who in the judgment of the 
board of trustees has rendered the greatest public service during the past year, 
provided such service is outstanding, to be awarded at the annual homecoming or 
on other public occasion as may be determined by the board. 

11. The graduate of the public high school for the current year who is scheduled 
to matriculate at an approved college or university for a 4-year course the following 
September, to be selected by the board of trustees, designation to be announced 
at the annual commencement when other class awards are made 

12. Some worthy purpose to be determined by the board of trustees but not 
to be added to any of the foregoing 11 allocations and not to be devoted to the 
same purpose any 2 years in succession. 

Such allotments shall be dispensed by the beneficiaries to which allotted, for 
such purpose as they may choose, to he determined by boards or trustees or com- 
mittees appointed by pastors or presiding officers or in any other manner they 
may elect, but should not be devoted to the same purpose 2 years in succession. 
It is our hope that they may prove, in time, nuclei about which may be developed 
extracurricular interests and activities not otherwise admissible in the annual 
budget. 

If any beneficiary is not in position to accept an allotment, or if in the judge- 
ment of the board of trustees no beneficiary qualifies for any particular year, or 
if the amount of the allotment is insufficient to adequately provide for an award 
in any particular year, then by direction of the board of trustees such allotment 
is to revert to the foundation and be added to and become a part of the principal 
of the permanent endowment, or by direction of the board be held over for a year 
to supplement the amount of the allotment available for that purpose the succeed- 
ing year. 

The allotments to high school graduates should be by check and the awards to 
distinguished citizens should be in the form of engraved jewelry, plaque, or piece 
of silver supplemented by citation by written or printed certificate. Such dis- 
tinguished service may be contributed directly to the community or may be 
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rendered through personal achievement in any field of endeavor which reflects 
credit on the community. It is not sufficient that it be good; it should be out- 
standing and the committee shall at the time the award is announced submit a 
written statement setting forth its reasons for making the award to the one 
selected. As it is hardly probable that awards for distinguished service can be 
made every year since they are limited to exceptional instances; when so omitted 
the amount for that purpose may be carried over to be added to that allocation 
for a subsequent year or may be covered into the permanent fund as the board 
of trustees may. decide. 


O 
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BATH CONGRESS s SENATE REPORT 
1st Session No. 1284 


T 


AMENDING PROVISIONS OF RIVER AND HARBOR ACT OF 1954 
AUTHORIZING SECRETARY OF ARMY TO REIMBURSE LOCAL 
INTERESTS FOR WORK DONE ON DREDGING PROJECT AT LOS 
ANGELES AND LONG BEACH HARBORS, CALIF, 


Avaust 1, 1955.—Ordered to be printed 


Mr. Cuavez, from the Committee on Public Works, submitted the 
following 


REPORT 


[To accompany H. R. 4734] 


The Committee on Public Works, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 4734) to amend the provisions of the River and Harbor Act 
of 1954 which authorize the Secretary of the Army to reimburse local 
interests for work done on a dredging project at Los Angeles and Long 
Beach Harbors, Calif., during a period ending on July 1, 1953, by 
extending that period to November 7, 1953, having considered the 
same, report favorably thereon without amendment and recommend 


that the bill do pass. 
PURPOSE OF THE BILL 


The purpose of H. R. 4734 is to extend the time for reimbursing local 
interests for work they have performed on the dredging project at the 
authorized Los Angeles and Long Beach Harbors, Calif., from July 1, 
1953, to November 7, 1953, and to authorize the Secretary of the 
Army to reimburse local interests for work done prior to the latter 
date. 


GENERAL STATEMENT 


The River and Harbor Act approved September 3, 1954 (Public 
Law 780, 83d Cong.) authorized the improvement of Los Angeles and 
Long Beach Harbors, Calif., and authorized the Secretary of the 
Army to reimburse local interests in an amount not to exceed $500,000 
for such work as they may have done prior to July 1, 1953, insofar as 
the work shall be approved by the Chief of Engineers and found to 
have been done in accordance with the adopted project. 

H. R; 4734 extends the time so that reimbursement may be made 
for work done by local interests up to November 7, 1953. At the 
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2 AMEND PROVISIONS OF RIVER AND HARBOR ACT OF 1954 


time the dredging project for the Los Angeles and Long Beach Harbors 
was being considered by the Congress for inclusion in the 1954 general 
river and harbor bill, it was the understanding of all parties concerned 
that all the work performed by the city of Los Angeles had been 
accomplished by July 1953. Actually, the work for which the city 
had contracted, which constituted approximately 60 percent of the 
entire project, was not completed until September 6, 1953. The 
committee is advised, however, that the work done by local interests 
cost less than the $500,000 limitation authorized. The committee 
feels that the intent was to authorize reimbursement for all work done 
by the city in accordance with the recommended project. 

The committee is of the opinion that the extension of time author- 
ized by H. R. 4734 is justified and recommends that the Senate take 
favorable action on the legislation. 

The Department of the Army favors enactment as indicated in the 
following communication: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE Army, 
i Washington, D. C., May 20, 1955. 
Hon. CHARLES A. BUCKLEY, 
Charman, Committee on Public Works, 
House of Representatives. 

Dear Mr. Cnairman: Reference is made to your request for the views of 
the Department of the Army with respect to H. R. 4683, 84th Congress, a bill 
to amend section 101 of the River and Harbor Act of 1954, approved September 3, 
1954 (ch. 1264, Public Law 780, 83d Cong.), to extend the time for work done by 
local interests on dredging project at Los Angeles and Long Beach Harbors, 
Calif., from July 1, 1953, to November 7, 1953, and authorizing the Secretary of 
the Army to make reimbursement therefor, and H. R. 4734, to amend the pro- 
visions of the River and Harbor Act of 1954 which authorize the Secretary of the 
Army to reimburse local interests for work done on a dredging project at Los 
Angeles and Long Beach Harbors, Calif., during a period ending on July 1, 1953, 
by extending that period to November 7, 1953. 

The Department of tbe Army has considered the above-mentioned bills, the 
purpose of which is set forth in the titles. The River and Harbor Act approved 
September 3, 1954 (68 Stat. 1248), authorizes the improvement of Los Angeles 
and Long Beach Harbors, Calif. and authorizes the Secretary of the Army to 
reimburse local interests in an amount not to exceed $500,000 for such work as they 
may have done prior to July 1, 1953, insofar as the work shall be approved by the 
Chief of Engineers and found to have been done ‘n accordance with the adopted 
project. 

At the time the project was being considered by the Congress for inclusion 
in the 1954 generai river and harbor bill, it was the understanding of all parties 
concerned that all the work performed by the city of Los Angeles had been 
accomplished by July 1953. Actually, the work for which the city had contracted, 
which constituted approximately 60 percent of the entire project, was not com- 
pleted until September 6, 1953; however, the work did cost less than the $500,000 
limitation. It is believed that the intent was to authorize reimbursement for all 
work done by the city in accordance with the recommended project. Accordingly, 
the Department of the Army favors the extension of fime. Either H. R. 4683 
or H. R. 4734 would accomplish this purpose. 

The Bureau of the Budget advises that there is no objection to the submission 
of this report. 

Sincerely yours, 


Rospert T. Stevens, 
Secretary of the Army. 





AMEND PROVISIONS OF RIVER AND HARBOR ACT OF 1954 


CHANGES IN EXISTING LAW 


In compliance with subsection (4) of rule XXIX of the Standing 
Rules of the Senate, changes in existing law made by the bill, as 
reported, are shown as follows (existing law proposed to be omitted 
is enclosed in black brackets, new matter is printed in italic, existing 
law in which no change is proposed is shown in roman): 


TITLE I, SECTION 101, OF THE RIVER AND HARBOR AND FLOOD CONTROL ACT OF 
SEPTEMBER 3, 1954 (PUBLIC LAW 780, 8D CONG.) 


That portion of section 101 appearing under the caption “Los Angeles and Long 
Beach Harbors, California’’: 

Los Angeles and Long Beach Harbors, California: House Document Numbered 
161, Eighty-third Congress, at an estimated cost of $896,500: Provided, That the 
Secretary of the Army is hereby authorized to reimburse local interests for such 
work as they may have done upon this project prior to [July 1, 1953,] November 
7, 1958, at actual cost to local interests insofar as the same shall be approved by 
the Chief of Engineers and found to have been done in accordance with the 
project hereby adopted: Provided further, That such reimbursement shall be 
subject to appropriations applicable thereto or funds available therefor and shall 
not take precedence over other pending projects of higher priority for harbor 
improvement: And provided further, That such payments shall not exceed the sum 
of $500,000;” 

O 













pa SADE ASS AA Po Goma thw ba n h SASA ai ES N 


Calendar No. 1296 


BATH CONGRESS } SENATE f REPORT 
1st Session No. 1285 


AUTHORIZING THE ADMINISTRATOR OF THE GENERAL 
SERVICES ADMINISTRATION TO CONVEY CERTAIN 
LAND TO THE CITY OF MILWAUKEE, WIS. 


Avucust 1, 1955.—Ordered to be printed 


Mr. McCarrtuy, from the Committee on Government Operations, 
submitted the following 


REPORT 


(To accompany H. R. 6857] 


The Committee on Government Operations, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 6857) to authorize the Administrator of the General 
Services Administration to convey certain land to the city of Mil- 
waukee, Wis., having considered the same, report favorably thereon, 
without amendment, and recommend that the bill do pass. 

Identical bills, S. 2254 (McCarthy) and S. 2262 (Wiley) were intro- 
duced in the Senate and referred to the Committee on Government 
Operations. 

The report of the House Committee on Government Operations 
accompanying H. R. 6857 (H. Rept. 1460) follows: 


PURPOSE 


This proposed legislation authorizes and directs the Administrator of General 
Services to convey, without charge therefor, a small tract of land, surplus to 
Federal needs, consisting of 0.40 of an acre located at the Milwaukee Harbor 
entrance, to the city of Milwaukee, Wis. 


BACKGROUND 


During the 1920’s the Federal Government, by donation from the State of 
Wisconsin, acquired approximately 19 acres of submerged land, being a part of 
Lake Michigan at Milwaukee, Wis. In view of the intended purpose of the 
acquisition, the city of Milwaukee coneurred in and approved the donation to 
the United States. The site, according to the projected plans and purpose of 
the donation, was to be reclaimed, developed, and used as a central depot for 
marine activities of the Federal Government in the Milwaukee Harbor. The 
project did not materialize. In 1949 the property, except the small portion 
which is the subject of this bill, was conveyed to the city of Milwaukee in exchange 
for city-owned property desired for use by the United States Corps of Engineers. 
The small tract in question, comprised of 0.29 of an acre plus 0.11 of an acre for 
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accessibility, was retained since it was being used by the United States Coast 
Guard. The property thus reserved is occupied by several structures which, 
according to reports, are in such disrepair as to necessitate their demolition and 
removal. Use by the Coast Guard was discontinued September 9, 1953, and the 
oe was declared surplus to Federal needs November 9, 1953. The city of 

ilwaukee by resolution of the common council on January 12, 1954, requested 
that the property be conveyed to the city. The city of Milwaukee will, of course, 
upon transfer of the property to it as proposed, undertake without cost or lia- 
bility to the United States such razing of the deteriorated buildings as is neces- 
sary. The city of Milwaukee, according to reports, contemplates reclamation 
of about 20 acres into which this small remnant of federally owned property 
ove Reportedly, unified ownership and control of the area is desirable, 

ence the city’s request for this conveyance. 


CONVEY CERTAIN LAND TO MILWAUKEE, WIS. 


STATEMENT 


Public Law 152, 81st Congress (40 U. 8. C. 484), makes general provisions for 
disposals of Government-owned property, real and personal, which becomes 
surplus to Federal needs. While current law authorizes transfers without charge 
or at fair value minus public-benefit allowances for specified purposes, many 
meritorious cases, considered on an individual basis, are not within the statutory 
enumeration. 

Recent special conveyance legislation would, however, be indicative of a con- 

ssional policy of giving favorable consideration to proposed legislatively 

irected disposals when (1) the circumstances of acquisition of the subject-property 
justifies special legislative treatment, and (2) when the public interest to be served 
would appear to warrant special legislative transfers for public purposes. 

The property which is the subject of this bill was conveyed to the United States 
without charge therefor to serve a specific purpose. Not only has the use intended 
failed to materialize, it has been determined that the property has no further 
Federal utilization. It would, therefore, appear to be equitable, just, and in the 
public interest to convey the property in question to the city of Milwaukee. 


O 









